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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-21 are pending in Application No. 09/838,653, entitled "Method and 
Apparatus for the Separation of Web Layout, Logic, and Data when Used in Server-Side 
Scripting", filed April 19, 2001. 

2. No IDS was filed as of the date of examination. 

Drawings 

3. The drawings are objected to because: 

a. Figure 1 #126 is missing a reference pointer. 

b. Figure 2 should be designated by a legend such as -Prior Art- because only 
that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). Corrected drawing sheets are 
required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The 
replacement sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as 
per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the drawing figures. If the 
changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of 
any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings 
will not be held in abeyance. 

c. Figures 2 and 3 contain descriptive/narrative language (See Fig 2: 
"Traditional Method and Fig. 3: "The Server-Side Script "The Engine Frame's 

"The HTML and ..."), which must be removed from the drawings. 
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d. Figure 2 reference pointer 202 points to (impinges upon) "Next" box rather 
than "Web content" box. 

e. Figure 2 elements "Img1" and "Img2" should have reference numbers (both in 
the figures and the specification, which refers to those elements). 

f. Figure 2 reference pointer 206 points to (impinges upon) "Back" box rather 
than "next web page" box. 

g. Figure 3 discussion of a "classification screen" element (page 1 1 line 28) is 
not reflected in the Figure itself. 

4. A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the 
Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings 
will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

5. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
a. Please correct all grammatical/spelling/etc. errors throughout the 

specification, such as page 12 line 4 "and image" should be "an image". 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Objections 
6. Claims 19-21 objected to because of the following informalities: 
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System claim 19 refers to method claim 4. For examination purposes, the Office 
will consider claim 19 to depend upon claim 18. 

System claim 20 refers to method claim 1 . For examination purposes, the Office 
will consider claim 20 to depend upon claim 16. 

System claim 21 refers to method claim 4. For examination purposes, the Office 
will consider claim 21 to depend upon claim 16. 



7. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

9. Claims 3, 7, 10, 14, 17 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as failing to set forth the subject nnatter which applicant(s) regard as their 
invention. 

Regarding claims 3, 10 and 17, the term "more efficient" is a relative term which 
renders each claim indefinite. 

Regarding claims 7, 14 and 21, the terms "importing" and "exporting" were not 
defined in the specification, and appear to have the same meaning. As such, the scope 
of these claims are indefinite. For purposes of examination, the Office considers these 
terms to both mean "referencing". 
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Regarding claims 7, 14 and 21 , the term "classifications" was not defined in the 
specification. As such, the scope of these claims are indefinite. For purposes of 
examination, the Office considers this term to mean " web page presentations". 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

10. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the Invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 



11. Claims 1-3, 8-10, 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S-C, 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Douglis et al (US Patent No. 6,021,426, hereafter referred to as 
"Douglis"). 

Regarding independent (method) claim 1, Douglis discloses: 

A method of providing content for display of a web page, comprising: 
generating a dynamic content frame separate from a static content frame 
comprising layout and logic information during development of said web 

page; (col 3 line 66 thru col 4 line 34, including Table ^) and 

downloading said dynamic content frame independently of said static 

content frame (col 3 lines 36-44). 



Regarding claim 2, which is dependent upon claim 1 , Douglis discloses: 

further comprising enabling a display of said web page by incorporating 
features of said dynamic content frame and said static content frame into a 
display frame (col 4 lines 14-19). 
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Regarding claim 3, which is dependent upon claim 2, Douglis discloses: 

wherein said downloading step restricts a download to only said dynamic 
content frame whenever said web page is requested to be downloaded in 
sequence with a second web page sharing similar layout and logic, whereby a 
previous static content frame is stored on the system requesting a download of 
said web page and more efficient download and display of said web page is 
achieved (col 3 lines 40-44). 



Regarding independent (computer program product) claim 8: Claim 8 is 
substantially similar to method claim 1 , and therefore likewise rejected. 



Regarding claim 9, which is dependent upon claim 8: claim 9 is substantially 
similar to method claim 2, and therefore likewise rejected. 



Regarding claim 10, which is dependent upon claim 9: claim 10 is substantially 
similar to method claim 3, and therefore likewise rejected. 



Regarding independent (system) claim 16: Douglis discloses: 

A system for providing content for display of a web page, comprising: 
a server having a memory component with server software; (col 5 lines 

49-58) 

means for collecting a web browser to said server; (col 5 lines 42-44, 
describing an HTTP communications between client and server) 

logic for generating a dynamic content frame utilizing a server-side 
scripting 

software separate from a static content frame comprising layout and logic 
information 

during development of a web page at said server; (col 3 line 66 thru col 4 
line 34, including Table 1) and 

logic for downloading said dynamic content frame independently of said 

static 
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content frame to said web browser via said collecting means (col 3 lines 
36-44). 



Regarding claim 17, which is dependent upon claim 16, Douglis 

discloses: 

wherein said downloading step restricts a download to only said dynamic 
content frame whenever said web page is requested to be downloaded in 
sequence with a second web page sharing similar layout and logic, whereby a 
previous static content frame is stored on the system requesting a download of 
said web page and more efficient download and display of said web page is 
achieved (col 3 lines 40-44). 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject nnatter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



13. Claims 6, 7, 13, 14, 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Douglis in view of Emily A. Vander Veer, JavaScript for Dummies. 3'^ 
Edition , IDG Books Worldwide, ©2000, pages 219-248 (hereafter "Vander Veer"). 



Regarding claim 6, which is dependent upon claim 1, Douglis does not explicitly 
disclose the added limitation. 

Vander Veer, however discloses: 
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further comprising initializing said static content frame with common 
functions utilized by all screens, wherein said common functions include how to 
display and hide an image within a layer (pp. 244-246, especially code listings 
12-3 and 12-4 and code output in Figures 12-6 and 12-7), how to write text into 
said layer (pp. 229-231, especially code listing 1 1-3 and output in Figure 1 1-7 
showing the addition of the text "Computer"), and how to move said layer (pp. 
240-243, code listing 12-2 and Figures 12-3 through 12-5). 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Vander Veer for the benefit of Douglis because to do 
so would allow a user to click a button and see a different image, or slide, without 
popping to another Web page as taught by Vander Veer at the first paragraph under 
"Tickets to a Slide show" on page 240. 



Regarding claim 7, which is dependent upon claim 6, Douglis does not explicitly 
disclose the added limitation. 

Vander Veer, however discloses: 

further comprising: importing a re-usable Javascript function library from a 
generated HTML to support a unique behavior of said display frame (pp. 227-228 
section entitled "Checkin' out the library, especially the code listings on page 227 
and their description in the first paragraph on page 228); and 

caching said Javascript function library in a web browser with which said 
web page is downloaded, wherein said library may be utilized for subsequent 
classifications (p. 228, especially second bullet "Improves performance time"). 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Vander Veer for the benefit of Douglis because to do 
so would allow for a single copy of a JavaScript library to be loaded into memory, where 
the JavaScript Interpreter could access it, no matter how many web pages reference 
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that library (thus improving performance time) as taught by Vander Veer at the second 
bullet labeled "Improves performance time" on page 228. 

Regarding claims 13 and 20, these claims are substantially similar to claim 6 
and thus are similarly rejected. 

Regarding claims 14 and 21, these claims are substantially similar to claim 6 
and thus are similarly rejected. 

14. Claims 4, 5, 11, 12, 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Douglis in view of Vander Veer as applied to claims 1 , 8 and 1 6 
above, and further in view of Laura Lemay, SAM's Teach Yourself Web Publishing with 
HTML 4 in 21 Davs. 2"^ Edition . Sam's Publishing, ©2000, XXX pp. 471-489 (hereafter 
"Lemay"). 

Regarding claim 4, which is dependent upon claim 1, Douglis discloses: 

wherein said generating step comprises generating an HTML page with 
two frames, wherein: 

a dynamic content frame created utilizing server- side scripting language 
that maintains changing information (col 2 lines 20-28) 

However, Douglis does not explicitly recite the rest of that limitation. 
Lemay, though, does teach the use of different data types: 
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including text data, images, and audio data (pp. 400-401 , especially the code 
listing of page 400 incorporating text ["An oral family history ... tornado of 1903"], 
images [img src="soundicon.gin, and audio data [a href="tornado.wav"]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Lemay for the benefit of Douglis because to do so 
enabled one to assemble a media archive, which provides quick access to images or 
other media files for viewing and downloading as taught by Lemay on page 395 (see 
first paragraph under "Exercise 13.1 : Creating a Family history Media Archive"). 

Douglas does not explicitly disclose the next limitation. 
However, Vander Veer discloses: 

a static content frame maintains layout information of a web page content 

and 

references an HTML file that includes a Javascript library to add, move, 
remove and 

change text and images in a display layer of said web page (pp. 229-23 1 , 
especially listing 11-3 and figures 11-6 and 11 -7 for text manipulations, and pp. 
240-246, especially listings 12-2 and 12-3 and figures 12-3 through 12-7 for 
image manipulations). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Vander Veer for the benefit of Douglis because to do 
so would allow for a single copy of a JavaScript library to be loaded into memory, where 
the JavaScript interpreter could access it, no matter how many web pages reference 
that library (thus improving performance time) as taught by Vander Veer at the second 
bullet labeled "Improves performance time" on page 228. 
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Regarding claim 5, which is dependent upon claim 4, Douglis discloses: 
further comprising merging features of said static 

content frame and said dynamic content frame utilizing linking information 
provided 

within said dynamic content frame (col 6 lines 22-24), 

However, Douglis does not explicitly disclose the next limitation. 

Vander Veer, though, discloses: 

wherein said linking information comprises HTML/Javascript function calls 
to said static content frame (pp. 227-228, especially the code listings on page 
227 and the descriptive paragraphs immediately before (p. 227) and after (p. 
228) the code listings). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Vander Veer for the benefit of Douglis because to do 
so would allow a user to click a button and see a different image, or slide, without 
popping to another Web page as taught by Vander Veer at the first paragraph under 
"Tickets to a Slide show" on page 240. 

Regarding claims 11 and 18, these claims are substantially similar to claim 4 
and thus are similarly rejected. 

Regarding claims 12 and 19, these claims are substantially similar to claim 5 
and thus are similarly rejected. 



Application/Control Number: 09/838,653 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2176 

15. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lemay 
(pp. 471-489) in view of Cohen (US Patent No. 6,263,352, filed Nov 14, 1997). 



Regarding independent (method) claim 15, Lemay discloses: 

A method for extending interaction between static 

and dynamic content of a web page comprising: 

creating said web page witli individual layers corresponding each to web 

page 

content (p. 481 , especially the <meta> tag attribute "content"), and web 
page layout (p. 480, especially the bottom third of the page discussing setting a 
color attribute) and logic (p. 478, especially the bottom fourth of the page 
discussion conditional branching and logical operators); 

However, Lemay does not explicitly disclose the next limitation. 

Cohen, though, does disclose: 

and enabling manipulation of each layer by sen/er- scripting software, 
wherein 

web page content may be changed by standard off-the-shelf scripting 
applications, 

without consideration of HTML and DHTML (col 3 lines 60-64, discussing 
the use ASP, 

Microsoft's standard off-the-shelf server-side scripting application. Note, 
as addressed in the 1 12 section, the Office is unsure of the meaning of "without 
consideration of HTML and DHTML", and has ignored this phrase for 
examination purposes since such phrase may actually be adding a limitation 
which renders the claim ineffective). 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to apply the teachings of Cohen for the benefit of Lemay because employing 
ASP "allows a user to write Web pages using a combination of a hypertext language ... 
and a scripting language" as taught by Cohen at col 2 lines 32-36. 
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Conclusion 

16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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17. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert M Stevens whose telephone number is (703) 
605-4367. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30 - 4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Feild can be reached on (703) 305-9792. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Robert M. Stevens 
Art Unit 2176 
Date: June 8, 2004 
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